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WH E Appellant humbly hopes the Order of Diſmiſſion will be ſet aſide, and that her Caſe 
will be thought a proper Caſe to be relieved in by the Lofds in Parliament, for that it 
_ - plainly appears as far as the Nature of the thing will admit, that the Leaſe againſt which ili 
e pPhe ſeeks relief, was made for Brocage in procuring the Marriage between Mr. The 
and the Lady Ogle, from the following en fully proved in the ſaid Cauſe in the 
Court of Chancery, : ) er ret es 
1. The conſideration in the faid Leaſe is 36 50 J. mentioned to be paid by Mr. Brett to 
Mir. Thune, for which it is fully proved a Note was given by Mr. Brett at the Execution of the 
ſaid Leaſe, and afterwards delivered up without payment of one farthing of Money, or any other 
Valuable Conſideration , which ſhews that the real Conſideration of the ſaid Leaſe was ſome- 
5 that would not bear the light, and wanted ſome ſuch falſe pretended Colourable Conſideration 
r = | 5 „ "RE 8 3 
2. Its fully proved in the ſaid Cauſe, that Mr. Tynne having applied himſelf to Mrs, Potter for 
her aſſiſtance in procuring the ſaid Marriage, was adviſed that Mr. Brett was capable of doing him 
more effectual ſervice in that matter, and that purſuant to that advice, he applied himſelf to the 
ſaid Mr. Brett, and had a Private Conference with him for that Purpoſe. „ Es, 
3. It appears that Mr. Brett after ſuch Private Treaty with Mr. Thynne, was very inſtrumental _ 
an. 1 the ſaid Marriage, and that the Marriage was Celebrated in his the ſaid Mr. Brett's 
Houſe. „„ . UL He „ 
44ᷓ. It appears that the firſt Leaſe was made not many days before the ſaid Marriage, and after the 
. EE 85 333 hd oo ihatgb Hang 
5. It appears that the firſt Leaſe was delivered up juſt before Mr. Brett was to be fexaminedinthe - 
By > a Court, touching what reward he had for promoting the ſaid Marriage to enable him to an- 
wer ſuch Examination without Prejudice, and preſently after ſuch his Examination, thenew Leaſe 
was made to him of the ſame Premiſes without any alteration. | pes, RET, 
6. It appears that upon the view of Mr. Thynze's dead Body, when it lay in Channell-Rom, Mr. 
Brett expreſſed his ſorrow for having been concerned in procuring the faid Marriage, and decla- 
red he would not be concerned any further, nor would take the reward which he was to have jot 
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the fame. 5 . 5 | 

From which Circumſtances (ſince no other Conſideration appears, nor can it be imagined that a 

Leaſe of Lands of 5 5 J. per Aunum was granted without any Conſiderations.)It's conceived it plainly 

appears that the Leaſe was made for Brocage in procuring the ſaid Marriage, eſpecially ſince tis Sworn 

by Mr. Serjeant eene (that made the ſaid Leaſe, )that he apprehended and believed twas made upon 

that Conſideration. FVV %% i. 
Ml... 8 the Verdicts inſiſted on, its Humbly Conceived that the Appellant ought not to be concluded 
%% ͤ ͤr oh | | l i . | 

I. For thatttheIfſues directed were not proper to ſatisfie the doubt which the Court of Chancery 

_ conceived upoh the hearing the Cauſe, and therefore the Verdicts obtained upon ſuch Iſſues were not; 
nor can (as its Conceived) be a juſt foundation for diſmiſſing the Appellants Bill. The Iſſues being to 
try the ConſidetFation of the laſt Leaſe, whether the laſt Leaſe was made in Conſideration of Mr. Brett's 

| having uſed his cndeavours to procure the ſaid Marriage, which Iſſue muſt be againſt the Appel- 

Ant, although; the firſt Leaſe were made upon that Confideration, if there was any other Con- 

- .. * fideray und of granting the Second Leaſe,” which *tis plain beyond contradiction there 

the delivering up the firſt Leaſe for the purpoſes aforeſaid, was atleaſt part of the 

naking the Second. 5 „%%% 

. although the Appellants Counſel were ſo fat ſurprized as to admit of the Iſſues without 

making ſuch t Elin: thereto as might be proper, yet its humbly hop'd ſhe ought not for that rea- 


ſon to be conchided in a Court of Conſcience, „5 3 1 : 
2. If the ſale Iſcges had been never ſo proper, yet it is humbly hop'd that tlie Appellant ſhall not 
be concluded By the ſaid Verdicts, for that the fades declared themſelves not ſatisfied with the 
firſt Verdict, and the Reſpondents gave no new evidence upon the ſecond Tryal, and the Appel- 
lants Proof wig ſtipnger than upon the former Tryal. %ͤ;́ è BO 8 
From whente it is humbly inferred, that if the firſt Tryal was not a ſufficient ground to diſmiſs 
the Appellants Bill, as not being warranted in the Opinion of the Judges by the Evidence given 
at the Tryal, the ſecond that was obtained upon the ſame Evidence on the pirt of the Reſpon- 
dents, (and much ſtronger Evidence on the part of the Appellant) cannot be fo. e 


And therefore although the Courts of Weſtminſter Hel thought it mot fit to give any farther hy 
relief after two Verdicts, yet its hoped there will not be the ſame reaſon for the Lords in 
Parliament to be concluded by two Verdicts if they ſhall be ſatisfied that the ſame cannot be 
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Iuaſtiſiad by the Evidence and Nature of the Caſt. 
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